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MEMORANDUM

TO: PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION

FM: STEVEN GOODKIND, DIRECTOR

DATE: MARCH 13, 2013

RE: PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION MEETING

Enclosed is the following information for the meeting on March 20, 2013 at 6:30 PM at
645 Pine St, Main Conference Room.

1. Agenda

2. Birch CT. Parking Request

3. Handy CT. Parking Request

4. 122 Maple St. Parking Request

5. Central Ave East Side Parking Removal

6. Main St. Addition of Metered Parking

7. Waterfront Project North

8. 395 Manhattan Dr. — Vacant Building Appeal
9. Ordinance Change Proposal: Appeal Hearing
10. Minutes of 2/20/13
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MEMORANDUM

To: Amy Bovee, Clerks Office

From: Steve Goodkind, Director

Date:  March 13, 2013

Re: Public Works Commission Agenda

Please find information below regarding the next Commission Meeting.

Date: March 20, 2013
Time: 6:30-9:00 p.m.
Place: 645 Pine Street — Main Conference Room

AGENDA
ITEM
1 Agenda

2 swmin  Public Forum

3 swmin  Birch Ct. Parking Request
3.10 Communication, J. Fleming
3.20 Discussion
3.30 Decision

4 swmin  Handy Ct. Parking Request
4,10 Communication, J. Fleming
4,20 Discussion
4.30 Decision

5 1owmin 122 Maple St. Parking Request
5.10 Communication, J. Fleming
5.20 Discussion
5.30 Decision

An Equal Opportunity Employer
This material is available in alternative formats for persons with disabilities. To request an accommodation,
please call 802.863.9094 (voice) or 802.863.0450 (TTY).
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10 Min

15 Min

20 Min

15 Min

10 Min

30 Min

10 Min

Central Ave East Side Parking Removal
6.10 Communication, J. Fleming
6.20 Discussion

6.30 Decision

Main St. Addition of Metered Parking
7.10 Communication, J. Fleming
7.20  Discussion

7.30 Decision

Pearl St/Prospect St/Colchester Ave Intersection Study
8.10 Presentation, N. Losch & G. Gomez
8.20 Discussion

Discussion of Scheduling a Meeting With The Planning Commission
Regarding Resident Parking

9.10 Oral Communication, S. Goodkind

9.20 Discussion

Waterfront Project North
10.10 Communication, S. Goodkind
10.20 Discussion

395 Manhattan Dr. — Vacant Building Appeal
11.10 Commission, W. Ward & Appellant
11.20 Discussion

Ordinance Change Proposal: Appeal Hearing
12.10 Communication, Commissioner Lavery
12.20 Discussion

12.30 Decision

Minutes of 2/20/13

Director’'s Report — Customer Service & Renewal of Inspection Agreement with

State of Vermont
Commissioner Communications
Deliberative Session to Discuss Appeals

Adjournment & Next Meeting Date — 4/17/2013



MEMORANDUM

March 20, 2013
TO: Public Works Commission

FROM: Joel Fleming I

RE: Birch Court Parking Request

Background:
Staff received a request from a resident of Birch Court in the new north end to add

parking to the south side of Birch Court at the extension. Birch Court is a low volume,
residential, dead end street off on North Avenue in the new north end. Currently there is parking
on the North side of the street only.

Observations:

Staff visited Birch Court and determined that in the narrow section, closest to North Ave,
the roadway is 25 feet wide; the extension is 30 feet wide. The resident has asked staff to
remove the restriction on the south side of the street in the section that is 30 feet wide. The
typical configuration of a residential street with parking on both sides is an 8 foot parking lane,
two 10 foot travel lanes and another 8 foot parking lane. For that configuration the street would
have to be a minimum of 36 feet wide. The existing configuration is an 8 foot parking lane with
two 11 foot travel lanes.

Staff talked to Barry Simays, the City Fire Marshall, about the lane width needed for the
fire trucks to be able to get their out riggers out on the street. Barry said that the Fire Department
needs a minimum of 16 feet for the out riggers. With parking on both sides of the street there
would not be enough room for the fire department to get their trucks onto the street.

Conclusion:
Birch Court is not wide enough to accommodate parking on both sides of the street. Each
house on the street has off-street parking available.

Recommendation:

Staff recommends that the commission not adopt the proposed amendment to eliminate
the existing parking restriction on the south side of Birch Court.



RFS Page 1 of 1
Request
CITY OF BURLINGTON - DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS #6il
VErRmMoONT
Name and Name: Michael McGarchan Request Date: 12/13/2012 8:40 AM
Address Address:
Phone Number: 233-1238 Email Address:
Request Location: Birch Ct

Assign History

Work History

Customer Service

Request Description: Customer would like Parking Modified so there is parking on
both sides of the extension.

Date Assigned To Description
12/13/2012 8:40:25 AM Joel Fleming Request Assigned

Status: New
Request created by: Valerie Ducharme
Print Date: 12/13/2012 8:40:27 AM

http://www .burlingtonvt.gov/RFS/PrintRequest.aspx?r=461 12/13/2012






MEMORANDUM

March 20, 2013

TO: Public Works Commission
FROM: Joel Fleming ‘2:_’
RE: Handy Court Parking request

Background:

Handy Court is a dead end street off of Pearl Street between Prospect Street and Williams
Street. The street has 7 houses that have been split into apartments for students of the
University. Pearl Street is a major arterial into the city. This section of Pearl Street sees an
Average Annual Daily Traffic (AADT) of 12,000 vehicles. The resident has requested to staff to
review sight distance requirements, for exit traffic onto Pearl Street.

Observations:

Currently there is no parking for 30 feet north and 30 feet south of Handy Court on Pearl
Street. There are approximately 20-25 parking spaces on the west side of Handy Court. Staff
conducted a count on February 28" from 4:30 to 5:30 pm and only three vehicles exited Handy
Court onto Pearl Street.

Conclusions:

Currently there is 30 feet cleared on both the east and west side of handy court.
Following the Guidelines for Prohibiting Parking around Residential and Commercial Driveways
adopted by the Department of Public Works Commission in October of 2012 this Private Street
does not meet the minimum requirement for driveways exiting onto an arterial roadway.

Recommendations:
Following out policy and applying those guidelines to this request, staff determined no

action is warranted to provide any further prohibition to improve sight distance. Staff
recommends we deny the request to further prohibit parking.



RFS Page 1 of 1

Request
CITY OF BURLINGTON - DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS #595

SERVICE REQUEST

VERMONT

Name and Name: Craig Guild Request Date: 01/14/2013 9:22 AM
Address Address:

Phone Number: 376-7072 Email Address:
Request Location: 20 Handy Court

Request Description: Per ContactUs e-mail: Comment/Question: | live in an
apartment on Handy Court, a privately owned street just down the hill from the
intersection of Pearl St. and Prospect St. There have been several times when I"ve
been leaving Handy Ct (which only connects with Pearl St) and | have been unable
to see far enough down Pearl St in either direction to tell if a car is coming up or
down the street because of the cars parked on Pearl St. As a result there have been
a number of times when | have been almost hit side on because | didn"t see a car
that was coming at me. | understand that parking is limited, especially in this area
around UVM, but | find that the current parking situation particularly on this area of
Peart St has created a very dangerous situation for anyone coming off of Handy Ct
and anyone driving past Hand Ct on Pearl St. If some kind of adjustment could be
made to this area the increased vision and sense of safety would be much
appreciated.Thank you very much,Craig Guild

Assign History Date Assigned To Description
1/14/2013 9:22:45 AM Joel Fleming Request Assigned
Work History Staff g
Date Pareon Description
01/14/2013 Helen | e-mailed customer telling him that | would type up a SR

Plumley and give it to Joel. Also gave cust. Joel's e-mail and phone

# if he needs to contact Joel.
( Entered on 1/14/2013 9:24:59 AM by Helen Plumley )

Customer Service Status: New
Request created by: Helen Plumiey
Print Date: 1/14/2013 9:25:10 AM

http://www .burlingtonvt.gov/RFS/PrintRequest.aspx?r=595 1/14/2013
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C. Brett, Handy Ct, 2/28/2013

Start Stop |Entering |Exiting
4:30 4:45 2 1
4:45 5:00 0 1
5:00 5:15 0 1
5:15 5:30 0 0
Total: 2 3




MEMORANDUM

March 20, 2013
TO: Public Works Commission
—_
FROM: Joel Fleming P ol
RE: 122 Maple Street parking request
Background:

Staff received a request to remove parking around the driveway to 122 Maple Street. Currently
there is a 34 unit condominium complex going up on St Paul Street that has plans of sharing the
driveway. Currently there are no parking restrictions around the driveway of 122 Maple Street.
Maple Street is an arterial roadway that runs east-west from Battery Street to South Prospect
Street. 122 Maple Street is located between Pine Street and St Paul Street.

Observations:

Staff counted approximately 15-20 parking spaces that used the driveway to 122 Maple
Street prior to the construction. Once completed, the plans have a total of 47 parking spaces,
approximately 30 more parking spaces exiting out of this driveway and onto Maple Street.

The Guideline to Prohibiting Parking around Residential and Commercial Driveways
states that for an arterial roadway there must be 20 or more vehicles exiting the driveway during
the peak hour. Using the Institute of Traffic Engineer’s Trip Generation manual, 8th addition, to
estimate the number of trips in and out of the driveway during the PM peak hour gives you
approximately 22 trips in the peak hour. There are approximately 19 trips during the AM peak
hour using the ITE trip generation manual. We will only look at the AM peak because most
vehicles are entering the driveway during the PM peak hour. The 19 trips in the AM peak hour
is right on the cusp to meeting the guideline.

Conclusions:

After construction is completed it is hard to say with certainty that there will be enough
traffic exiting the driveway of 122 Maple Street for it to meet the City’s Guideline to Prohibiting



Parking around Residential and Commercial Driveways. A traffic count should be done once the
building has been fully occupied to find out if it does indeed meet the guideline.

Recommendations:
Staff recommends that the commission does not adopt a parking prohibition around the

driveway because the current estimations of traffic are on the cusp of meet the City’s guideline.
Staff recommends that a traffic count is done once building is complete and occupied.



RFS ' : Page 1 of 1

SURLIEG T, Request
CITY OF BURLINGTON - DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS #1734
VERMmoONT
Name and Name: Louella Bryant Request Date: 02/08/2013 2:04 PM
Address Address: 122 Maple St
Phone Number: 989-0123 Email Address: gatheryerosebuds@gmail.com
Request Location: 122 Maple St

Request Description: See attached Letter requesting No parking signs infront of this
address - customer is worried that exiting the driveway it is impossible to see
oncoming cars.

Assign History Date Assigned To Description
2/8/2013 2:04:48 PM Joel Fleming Request Assigned

Work History

Customer Service Status: New
Request created by: Valerie Ducharme
Print Date: 2/8/2013 2:12:47 PM

http://www .burlingtonvt.gov/RFS/PrintRequest.aspx?r=734 2/8/2013



Old Sawmill Condo Association * 122 Maple Street, #5 * Burlington, VT 05401

Mailing address: L. Bryant * 925 Quaker St. * Lincoln, VT 05443-9813
gatheryerosebuds@gmail.com (802) 989-0123

February 4, 2013 R E

Department of Public Works CEI VE
645 Pine Street, Suite A FEB _, 1
Burlington VT 05401 BURy NGT

Attention: Customer Service Wo I%Q/SPUB Lic

Dear Public Works Department

On October 26, 2012, I wrote you with concerns about the narrow driveway at 122
Maple Street, which accesses a parking area used by residents of eleven condos (122
Maple Street, 124 Maple Street, and 116 Maple Street). As of this date, I have not
received a response to that letter. Until recently, offices at 183 St. Paul Street as well
as trucks accessing a storage unit behind the 122 Maple Street building also used the
driveway and parking areas. Currently construction is underway on St. Paul Street,
and large vehicles use the Maple Street driveway because of a city restriction against
construction vehicles on St. Paul Street. Our eleven condos have endured noise,
relocation of our dumpster, and the presence of a rather odiferous port-o-potty.

Our concern, however, is exiting the driveway onto Maple Street. With cars (and
many times trucks) parked on Maple Street close to both sides of the driveway, it's
almost impossible to see oncoming vehicles, and several times there have been near
accidents. We request that parking on Maple Street be restricted fifteen feet on each
side of the driveway so that we can better see cars coming up and down the road. The
restriction will be especially important because Chase developers are in the process of
erecting a 34-condo building, each of which will use our driveway for parking,
making a total of 45 condos entering from and exiting onto Maple Street.

Because Maple Street has a high volume of traffic during peak hours, for safety
reasons we request that “no parking” signs be placed a distance of fifteen feet on each
side of the driveway. Thanks, and we look forward to hearing from you soon.

Yours truly )
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Photos exiting driveway at 122 Maple Street, Burlington
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Looking west toward Pine Street.




Oncoming traffic heading wes on Maple Street
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Request
)\ CITY OF BURLINGTON - DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS #2715

SERVICE REQUEST

U REAZSTo

N

VErRMoONT

Name and Request Date: 10/30/2012 2:04
Name: Louella Bryant

Address &/ PM
Address:
Phone Number: 802-989-0123 or 453-6851 Email Address:
gatheryerosebuds@gmail.com

Request Location: 122 Maple St
Request Description: Customer would like to make Maple St one way beginning at
St Paul or restrict parking on both sides of the driveway- See attached letter

Assign History Date Assigned To Description
10/30/2012 2:04:17 PM Joel Fleming Request Assigned

Work History

Customer Service Status: New
Request created by: Valerie Ducharme
Print Date: 10/30/2012 2:04:18 PM

http://www.burlingtonvt.gov/RFS/PrintRequest.aspx?r=275 10/30/2012



Louella Bryant

122 Maple Street, #5 Burlington, VT 05401

925 Quaker Street Lincoln, VT 05443-9813

(802) 453-6851 (home) (802) 989-0123 (mobile)

gatheryerosebuds@gmail.com http://louellabryant.com
October 26, 2012

Department of Public Works
PO Box 849
Burlington, VT 05402-0849

Dear Commissioners

I own a condo at 122 Maple Street, which has a parking lot behind it accessed by a narrow
driveway. The driveway and parking areas are used by residents of the four other condos in
my building as well as condo associations in buildings on both sides of me, a total of cars
for eleven condos. Offices at 183 St. Paul Street as well as trucks accessing a storage unit
behind my building also use our driveway and parking areas.

My understanding is that Chase Developers are planning to build a 34-unit condo building
on St. Paul Street and use our driveway to access the parking garage. Right now exiting the
driveway is dangerous because it's impossible to see cars going east or west on Maple
Street due to cars parked right next to our access. With more cars using the driveway, I see
the potential for accidents. This is a very busy area because of traffic turning down Maple
from Pine Street to get to Battery Street.

I suggest either (a) making Maple Street one way (probably going west toward the lake)
beginning at St. Paul Street (King Street could be one way going east to balance the flow
of traffic), and/or (b) restricting parking within 20 feet on both sides of our driveway. That
would allow drivers to better see oncoming traffic both ways.

Please let me know what I need to do to try to get these changes implemented. My mailing
address is Lincoln, as listed above, but my office and part-time residence is at the Maple
Street condo. Thanks for your attention to this matter.

RECEIVED)
0CT 30 200

BURLINGTON FUBLIC
WORKS




ZONING PERMIT
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
City of Burlington, Vermont
Department of Planning and Zoning

Application Date: 8/22/2007 Appeal Expiration Date: 9/30/2009

Project Location: 173-193 SAINT PAUL STREET District: RH

Owner: Mansfield Professional Building
Address: CO FLEISCHER JACOBS ASSOC

PO BOX 2343 Ward: 5
SO BURLINGTON, VT 05407-2343 Tax ID: 049-3-005-000

Project Type: Residential - Planned Unit Development

Project Description: Final plat review of 34 residential condominium units with structured
parking and associated site modifications

Construction Cost: $2,217,600 Lot Size (Sq Ft): 32,144

Net New Habitable Sq Ft: 30224.00 Net New # of Housing Units: 34

Existing % Lot Coverage: 100.00 Existing # of Parking Spaces: 28

Proposed % Lot Coverage: 100.00 | Proposed # of Parking Spaces: 69

Net New % Lot Coverage: 0.00 | Required # of Parking Spaces: 143

Zoning Permit #: 08-167PD Decision By: VT Superior Court Environmental Div
Level of Review: 3 Decision: Approved

See Conditions of Approval
% Z/ Decision Date: August 31, 2009
—— Project File #: 07-493PD
Zoning Administrative Officer Review: Final Plat Review

An interested person may appeal a decision of the Development Review Board to the Vermont Superior Court
Environmental Division until 4 pm on September 30, 2009.

Fee Type Amount Paid in Full Balance Due: $0.00
Application Fee: $9,890.00 Yes Date Paid:
Development Review Fee: $6,652.80 Yes
Impact Fee: See Conditions of Approval Check #

Building Permit Required: Yes

Permit Received by: Date:

RSN: 1568715
149 Church Street Burlington, Vermont 05401-8415
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ENVIRONMENTAL COURT
OF THE
STATE OF VERMONT
Re:  Mansfield Professional Building ) Docket No. 260-11-07 Vtec
PRD Final Plat )
Project Permit Conditions:

1. Within 180 days of the date of final approval, the property plat shall be filed with the City
Clerk per Section 28-6 (i) (1) of the Subdivision Regulations. Failure to do so shall
render void the final plat approval.

2. Prior to release of the zoning permit, a letter of credit or escrow agreement shall be
executed with the City of Burlington for all construction site stormwater management
erosion control measures solely during the construction phase of the proposed
development. The agreement shall be in an amount sufficient to cover the complete cost
of administration and construction associated with remedying a problem associated with
construction site stormwater management or erosion control. The standard forms for the
letter of credit or escrow agreement are available at the Planning & Zoning Department.

3. Atleast 7 days prior to the issnance of a certificate of occupancy, the applicant shall
pay to the Treasurer’s Office the impact fee as calculated by staff based on the net new
square footage of the proposed development. This impact fee may be reduced based on
the provision of affordable housing as determined by CEDO.

4, Prior to construction, the applicant shall develop an Erosion Prevention Sediment Control
plan (EPSC), subject to staff review and approval in consultation with the Department of
Public Works. The EPSC shall seek to:

a. Prevent erosion and the transport of sediment off lot, onto the public streets and
sidewalks, into the municipal stormwater system, and/or waters of the State;

b. Prevent parking of any construction or construction related vehicles on City owned
green space. Damage to green space shall be immediately addressed;

¢. Take any and all steps necessary to abate erosion and to clean up all resulting
sediment deposited, discharged or found to exist off lot, on City streets and sidewalks,
and/or in the City stormwater system;

d. Maintain project erosion prevention and sediment control devices/measures and
perform requisite cleanup of resulting sedimentation. This may include, but is not
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limited to, daily sweeping of strects and sidewalks and cleaning City stormwater
catch basins;

e. Specify appropriate seed and fertilizer applications that are ecologically sound and
site specific;

f. Specify an appropriate mulch when and where needed and adequate anchoring
measures to prevent blow away;

g. Specify an effective grass re-vegetation program. Turf replacement is recommended
in areas where re-vegetation of grass proves difficult with seeding and mulch. To
reestablish all existing and proposed green space and where practical consider porous
(pervious) pavers; :

h. Engage the contractor to be proactive in planning and executing construction phase
activities with the goal of preventing erosion and controlling sediment;

Identify the parties to the EPSC plan and clearly define their respective roles and
responsibilities including, but not limited to, the contractor, the onsite coordinator,
those responsible for project adherence to the EPSC, and those participating in
inspections and acceptance of final site stabilization; and,

J- Define the overall strategy for the EPSC plan by:

i. Limiting actual disturbance area and time of disturbance;
ii. Employing proper site stabilization (addressing soil preparation for final seeding
and landscaping, seed, pesticide/herbicide use, and muich);
iif. Specifying stone and/or grass swale lining where appropriate;
iv. Specifying where necessary to employ erosion control blankets or mats;
v. Specifying locations for silt fence and construction barrier fence; and,
vl. Specifying catch basin inlet protection during construction clean up and
maintenance and after construction system operation and maintenance.

. Prior to and during construction, erosion control measures shall be installed and
maintained in accordance with EPSC plan established with this permit approval. Ata
minimum, the project EPSC plan shall:

a) identify the contractor who is responsible for installing, implementing, and
maintaining the EPSC plan and measures;

b) identify the onsite contractor who is responsible for the day-to-day monitoring,
oversight, and inspections required by the EPSC plan;

c) assure that any amendments to the project EPSC plan are filed with the
Department of Public Works and the Development Review Board;

d) provide that the erosion control measures remain in place until vegetation has
become established on all disturbed surfaces and clearly identify under what
conditions final site stabilization has occurred; and,

e) provide a process whereby the Department of Public Works and/or the
Department of Planning & Zoning participate in the final site stabilization
program.

Prior to issuance of a certificate of occupancy, the project engineer must certify in writing
that, among other things, the project EPSC plan as approved by the Department of Public

AE
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Works has been complied with and final site stabilization has occurred. This certification
shall be filed with the Department of Planning & Zoning.

6. A 27-space parking waiver is included in this approval.

7. A waiver of required loading spaces is granted as part of the approval.
8. All outdoor signage is subject to a separate zoning permit.

9. All utility lines shall be buried.

10. The Applicant/Property Owner is responsible for obtaining all necessary permits through
the Department of Public Works as well as other permit(s) as may be required, and shall

meet all energy efficiency codes as required.

Standard Permit Conditions:

1.

30-Day Posting Period. Zoning permit is not effective until expiration of 30-day appeal
period as required by state statute.

Time Limits. Zoning permit shall become invalid unless work or action authorized by
permit is commenced by March 6, 2010. The Permittee shall complete the approved
construction by March 6, 2011.

Required Revisions. Any revisions or additions to plans required as a result of approval
must be submitted in triplicate and stamped “approved” prior to issuance of zoning permit.

Changes. The project shall be completed as shown on the plans, which have been stamped
“approved” and dated by the Environmental Court. The project shall not deviate from the
approved plans without prior written approval from the Department of Planning and
Zoning. ]

Property Inspection. By acceptance of this permit, Permittee authorizes City Officials
and/or their authorized representatives, access to the subject property for purpose of
observing work in progress, inspecting and/or measuring the property or improvements as
long as the use authorized by this permit remains in effect.

Certificate of Occupancy. A certificate of occupancy must be issued by the Department of
Public Works PRIOR to use and/or occupancy of the subject premises. Prior to issuance,
the Department of Planning and Zoning must certify that work has been completed in
accordance with approved plans and that applicable conditions have been met. The
Permittee may be required to provide a Letter of Credit to obtain a Certificate of
Occupancy prior to completion of all required improvements.

Completion and Maintenance of Improvements and Landscaping. Permittee or
successor in interest is responsible for completing all improvements shown on approved
plans. By acceptance of this permit, Permittee agrees to maintain all improvements in a
satisfactory condition. Any landscaping installed according to the approved plan which

N3



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

becomes diseased or dies shall be replaced by similar species and size no later than the first
available planting season.

Building Permit; Other Permits. Permitee is solely responsible for obtaining a
BUILDING PERMIT and WASTEWATER PERMIT and all other applicable local, state
and federal permits.

Off-Site Drainage. Issuance of this permit does not authorize the discharge of stormwater
runoff or other surface drainage from the subject premises onto adjoining property or
properties. .

Appeals. Appeals of a decision of the Zoning Administrator can occur up to fifteen (15)
days following such decision. Appeals of Development Review Board decisions can occur
up to thirty (30) days following final decision. Any work done in connection with this
permit prior to the expiration of all applicable appeal periods is done SOLELY at the risk
of the Permittee. _

Errors. Permittee is solely responsible for the accuracy of all information contained in the
Zoning Permit form and in accompanying documentation. Any errors contained therein
may invalidate the Zoning Permit and may result in issuance of a zoning violation citation

.and prosecution.

Transfer of Ownership. In the event of a transfer of ownership, partial or whole, of the
subject premises, the transferee shall become permittee and subject to compliance with the
terms and conditions of this permit.

Violations/Penalties. A violation of any of the conditions of this permit or of any provision
of the Burlington Zoning Ordinance may result in a penalty of up to one hundred dollars
($100) per day.

Imcorporation and Reference of All Plans Presented to Development Review Board.
This approval incorporates by reference all plans and drawings presented and all verbal
representations by the applicant at Development Review Board meetings and hearings on
the subject application to the extent that they are not in conflict with other stated conditions
or regulations.

For Properties Involved in Boundary Disputes. When there is a boundary dispute
regarding the subject property, and, as no certified survey has been produced to the
Planning and Zoning office to help resolve the dispute, this permit is granted upon the
information, including site plan, provided by applicant. If another party submits sufficient
evidence (ie. a certified survey) to demonstrate that the boundary is not as indicated by
applicant, this permit shall be null and void. Further, applicant shall bear all costs to
remedy the situation, including removal of the structure(s) if necessary, that is if the
structure(s) is/are unable to meet the requirements of the zoning ordinance and receive an
amended permit in light of the actual boundary line.

Damage to City Property. The Applicant/Owner is responsible for any damage to the
City of Burlington’s property, including but not limited to its right-of-way, sewer/water
lines, etcetera, that occurs during the site improvements authorized by this permit. If

-4-



17.

18.
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damage occurs, the Applicant/Owner shall restore the property to a condition as good or
better than the condition of the property prior to such damage.

City Ownership Rights. Any work or improvements authorized or required by this permit
within the City’s right of way does not diminish the City’s ownership or authority
regarding said right of way.

Liquor License Required. A use approval that includes the sale of alcoholic beverages is
contingent upon the receipt of a liquor license from the City of Burlington.
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CE 361

Transportation Engineering

Traffic Impact Analysis:

Trip Generation

From NCHRP Report 365 (Published by the Transportation Research Board):

BASIS FOR DEVELOPMENT
Site-Specific Vehicle Trip Rates

In Table 3, site-specific vehicle-trip generation rates were
extracted from the Institute of Transportation Engineers’ Trip
Generation, 5th Edition. While the stated trip rates for many
common land uses are provided here, the ITE Trip Genera-
tion report actually provides other methods for determining
the trip generation rates for these land uses. The manual
should be reviewed to determine the proper trip generation
rate procedure to use and appropriate adjustments for factors
such as transit use and multi-use projects. Consistent with the
format of the ITE manual, the rates are presented as average
daily vehicle trips and percent of vehicle trips during-the a.m.
and p.m. peak hours of the generator. Only a subset of the
most commonly used rates are presented. and the user is
referred to the most current version of the ITE manual for
rates on generators not included or those which require more

specific site characteristics. When appropriate, local data
should be collected and rates developed as in Table 3.

Please note that the site-specific trip generation rates utilize
the number of dwelling units as a key data input. This is be-
cause site-specific planning relies on the size and number of
physical structures in a study area. Transportation modeling
techniques, on the other hand, rely heavily on census informa-
tion as a data source. Therefore, regional trip generation models
use households, or the number of family units, as the primary
data source for estimating home-based trip generation.



TABLE 3 Site-specific vehicle trip generation rates
S S S

Percent of
Total Daity
. Vehicle Trips
Daily Vehicle- TAM. PM.  ITE
Land Use Trip Rate per Peak Peak Code
Residential
Single-Family 9.55 DU 8.0% 107% 210
Apartment 6.47 DU 86 107 220
Condo/Townhouse §.88 2.V} 75 92 230
Mobile Home Park 4.81 Occupied DU 89 121 240
Planned Unit Development 7.44 [».1) 78 9.7 270
Retall’
Shopping Center
Under 100,000 sq. ft. 70.7 1,000 sq. ft. GFA 23% 92% 820
100,000 to 1,000,000 sq. ft. 38.7 1,900 sq. ft. GFA 2.1 85 820
$00,000 to 1,000,000 sq. ft. 32.1 1,000 sq. ft. GFA 20 83 820
More than 1,000,000 sq. ft. 286 1,000 sq. t. GFA 1.8 9.1 820
Oftice
General 11.85 1,000 8q. ft. GFA 13.8% 13.1% 710
Medical 34.17 1,000 sq. t. GFA 100 130 720
Office Park 1142 1,000 sq. ft. GFA 161 132 780
Research and Development Center 7.70 1,000 sq. ft. GFA 160 139 760
Business Park 1437 1,000 sq. t. GFA 113 103 770
Restaurant’
Quality Restaurant 96.51 1,000 sq. ft. GFA 6.6% 10.1% 831
High Turnover (Sit Down) 205.36 1,000 sq. ft. GFA 87 155 832
Fast Food without Drive-Through 786.22 1,000 sq. ft. GFA 97 137 833
Fast Food with Drive-Through 632.12 1,000 sq. . GFA 9.5 73 834
Bank
Walk-in 140.61 1,000 sq. ft. GFA 13.7% 04% 911
Drive-Through 265.21 1,000 &q. ft. GFA 133 183 912
Hotel/Motel
Hotel 87 Occ. Room 75% 87% 310
Motel 10.9 Occ. Room 687 7.0 320
Parks and Recrestion
Marina 2.96 Berth S7% 7.1% 420
Goll Course 37.59 Hole 86 8.9 430
City Park 223 Acre NA  NA 411
County Park 2.99 Acre NA NA 412
State Park 050 Acre NA NA 413
Hospital
General 11.77 Bed 10.0% 11.6% 610
Nursing Home 26 Occupied Bed 77 100 620
Clinic (one data point) 23.79 1,000 sq. ft. GFA NA NA 630

{continued on next page)



TABLE 3 (Confinued)

Percent of
Total Daily
. Vehicle Trips
Daily Vehicie- TAM. PM. MmE
Land Use Trip Rate per Peak Peak Code
Educationat
Elementary School 10.72 1,000 sq. ft. GFA 256% 232% 520
High School 10.90 1,000 sq. . GFA 215 178 530
Junior/Community College 12.57 1.000 sq. 1. GFA 17.2 8.2 $40
University/College 237 Student 84 10.1 §50
Alrport
Commercial 104.73 Average 78% 66% 021
Fiights/Day
General Aviation 259 Average 104 127 022
Flights/Day
Industrial

General Light Industry
General Heavy Industry
Warehouse
Manufacturing
Industrial Park

697  10008q.R. GFA  145% 155% 110
15 1.0008q. . GFA 340 453 120
488  1,0008Q.MGFA 117 123 150
385  10008q.MGFA 203 195 140
697  10L08q.MGFA 118 123 130

Note:  Rates are often given for other factors, such as acres, ompbym.orsq.ﬁ.ofgmufbouru.
Weekend rates are also given for many uses. For some, like shopping centers, the weekend rates

are higher than weekday rates.

' Rates given are for high end of indicated
Woeekend rates for shopping centers are
Generation also details rates by time of day,

range. [TE's Trip Generation detads rates for 15 sizes.
significantly different from the weekday rates given here. Trp

day of week, and month of year,

! [TE details rate for 11 size categories, from 10,000 sq. ft. to 800,000 sq. ft. The rate given here is for a

200,000-8q. R. general office,

*  Rates are given for the number of seats in the restaurant.

TRIP GENERATION DATA
AND EXAMPLES OF USE

Site-Specific Vehicle Trips

Table 3, Site-Specific Vehicle Trip Generation Rates,
provides information on vehicle trip rates for a number of
different generators. The basic information given for each
generator is as follows:

1. Daily Vehicle-Trip Rate. This provides the trip rate
based on the most appropriate land use measures for
each type of site, such as trips per employee, acre, or
household. A trip is defined as a one-way vehicle
movement with either the origin or the destination in
the study area. Therefore, the tri p rates shown represent
the sum of the vehicular trips to and from a site (or trip
ends) divided by a measure of the land use such as
number of houscholds, acres, employees, and the like.
Vehicles include automobiles, trucks, taxis. and buses.

2. Percent of Total Dailv Vehicle Trips in Peak Hour.
This provides percentages that can be applied to daily
trip (or trip end) estimates based on the trip rates to
obtain the traffic generated in the a.m. peak hour and
the p.m. peak hour on the surrounding street system.

For example, a general hospital can be expected t¢ gener-
ate 11.77 trips per bed (Table 3). For a hospital with 100
beds, one can expect 1,177 trips (or trip ends) per day
(100 X 11.77). In the a.m. peak hour (normally occurring
sometime between 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 a.m.), approximately
10 percent of total daily trips, or 118 vehicles (0.10 X L177),
can be expected to enter or leave the facility. In the p.m.
peak hour (normally occurring sometime between 4:00 p.m.
and 6:00 p.m.), approximately 12 percent of total daily trips
or 141 vehicles (0.12 X 1,177) can be expected to enter or
leave the facility.



INSTITUTE OF TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERS
TRIP GENERATION RATE (PM Peak Hour)

(Trip Generation Manual, 8th Edition)

Trips Per Trips Per
Code Description Unit of Measure Unit Code Omwo:u._o: - Unit of Measure Unit
PORT AND TERMINAL | . I 432 Golf Driving mmzm,@ Tees / Driving Positions 1.25
30 Truck Teminal Acres 6.55 433 Batting Cages Cages 2,22
90 Park m:n _ﬂ_nm _.9 §5 m:m mmz_oo Parking mmoom 0.62 435 Multi-Purpose Recreational Facility Acres 5.77
INDUSTRIAL =l = i 437 Bowling Alley 1,000 SF 3.54
110_ General Light Industrial__ 1 ooo SF 0.97 441 Live Theater Seats 0.02
120 _General Heavy Industrial Acres 2.16 443 Movie Theater without Matinee 1,000 SF 6.16
130 Industrial Park 1,000 SF 0.86 444 Movie Theater with Matinee 1,000 SF 3.80
140 Manufacturing 1,000 SF 0.73 445 Muitiplex Movie Theater 1,000 SF 4.91
150 Warehousing 1,000 SF 0.32 452 Horse Race Track Acres 4.30
151 _Mini-Warehouse 1,000 SF 0.26 454 Dog Race Track Attendance Capacity 0.15
152 High-Cube Warehouse 1,000 SF 0.10 460 Arena Acres 3.33
170 Utilities 1,000 SF 0.76 473 Casino / Video Lottery Establishment 1,000 SF 13.43
|RESIDENTIAL IR R R TR 480 Amusement Park Acres 3.95
210 _Single-Family Detached Housing Dwelling Units 1.01 488 Soccer Complex Fields 20.67
220 _Apartment Dwelling Units 062 | 490 Tennis Courts Courts 3.88
230 Residential Condominium / Townhouse Dwelling Units 0.52 | 491 Racguet / Tennis Club Courts 3.35
240 Mobile Home Park Dwelling Units _ 0.59 492 Health / Fitness Club 1,000 SF 3.53
251 Senior Adult Housing - Detached Dwelling Units 0.27 493 Athletic Club 1,000 SF 5.96
252 Senior Adult Housing - Attached Dwelling Units 0.16 495 _Nmoameo:m_ 0033:: Ooam_‘ 1,000 SF 1.45
253 Congregate Care Facility Dwelling Units 0.17 |INSTITUTIONAL e 2 = :
254 Assisted Living Beds _ 0.22 520 Elementary School 1,000 SF 1.21
255 Continuing Care Retirement Communi Dwelling Units 0.29 522 Middle School / Junior High School 1,000 SF 1.19
LODGING : : = 530 High School 1,000 SF 0.97
310 Hotel Rooms 0.59 536 Private School (K-12) Students 0.17
320 Motel Rooms 0.47 540 Junior / Community College 1,000 SF 2.54
330 _Resort Hotel Rooms 042 560 Church 1,000 SF 0.55
RECREATIONAL 3 I NIEEEM 565 Daycare Center 1,000 SF 12.46
411 City Park Acres 0.16 _|* | 566 Cemetery Acres 0.84
412 County Park Acres 0.06 571 Prison 1,000 SF 2.91
413 State Park Acres 0.07 I* | 590 Library 1,000 SF 7.30
415 Beach Park Acres 1.30 591 Lodge / Fratemal O_.um:_um._o: Members 0.03
416 Campground / Recreation Vehicle Park Camp Sites 0.37 MEDICAL = i i =
417 Regional Park Acres 0.20 610 Hospita! 1,000 SF 1.14
420 Marina Berths 0.19 620 Nursing Home 1,000 SF 0.74
430 Golf Course Acres 0.30 630 Clinic 1,000 SF 5.18
431 Miniature Golf Course Holes 0.33 640 Animal Hospital / Veterinary Clinic 1,000 SF 4.72




Note: All land uses in the 800 and 900 series are entitled to a
reduction of 40% if equal to or greater than 50,000 2.

* Approximated by 10% of Weekday average rate.

"passby" trip reduction of 60% if less than 50,000 ft’ or a

Trips Per Trips Per
Code Description Unit of Measure Unit Code Description Unit of Measure Unit
R ==
OFFICE 3 i = i 876 Apparel Store 1,000 SF 3.83
710__General Office Building 1,000 SF 1.49 879 Arts and Craft Store 1,000 SF 6.21
1L.714_C rate Headquarters Building 1,000 SF 1.40 880 Phamacy / Drugstore without Drive- 1.000 SF 8.42
715 _Single Tenant Office Building 1,000 SF 1.73 Through Window - i
720 Medical-Dental Office Buildin 1,000 SF 3.46 881 Pharmacy / Drugstore with Drive-Through 1.000 SF 10.35
730 _Govemnment Office Building 1,000 SF 1.21 Window : ;
732 United States Post Office 1,000 SF 11.12 890 Furniture Store 1,000 SF 0.45
733 _Govermmment Office Complex 1,000 SF 2.85 896 Video Rental Store 1,000 SF 13.60
750 Office Park 1,000 SF 1.48 ISERVICES ey
760 __Research and Development Center 1,000 SF 1.07 911 Walk-In Bank 1,000 SF 12.13
770 Business Park 1,000 SF 1.29 912 Drive-In Bank 1,000 SF nm.mml_
RETAIL T ] 925 Drinking Place 1,000 SF 11.34
812 Building Materials and Lumber Store 1,000 SF 4.49 931 Quality Restaurant 1,000 SF 7.49
813 Free-Standing Discount Superstore 1,000 SF 4.61 932 High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 1,000 SF 11.15
814 Specialty Retail Center 1,000 SF 2.71 933 Fast Food Restaurant without Drive- 1,000 SF 26.15
[ 1,000 SF 5.00 Through Window
1,000 SF 4.84 Fast Food Restaurant with Drive-Through
1,000 SF 3.80 S Window 1000 2.5
818 Nursery (Wholesale) 1,000 SF 5.17 935 Fast Food Restaurant with Drive-Through 1.000 SF 153.85
820 Shopping Center 1,000 SF 3.73 Window and No Indoor Seating ] )
823 Factory Outlet Center 1,000 SF 2.29 Coffee / Donut Shop without Drive-Through
841_New Car Sales 1,000 SF 2.59 936 window (000SS 272
843 Automobile Parts Sales 1,000 SF 5.98 Coffee / Donut Shop with Drive-Through
848 Tire Store 1,000 SF 4.15 937 Window (000 H255
850 Supermarket 1,000 SF 10.50 938 Coffee / Donut Shop with Drive-Through 1.000 SE 75
851 Convenience Market (Open 24 Hours) 1,000 SF 52.41 Window and No Indoor Seating 5
852 Convenience Market (Open 15-16 Hours) 1,000 SF 34.57 040 Bread / Donut / Bagel Shop with Drive- 1.000 SF 19.56
853 Convenience Market with Gasoline Pumps 1,000 SF 59.69 Through Window . )
854 Discount Su arket 1,000 SF 8.90 941 Quick Lubrication Vehicle Shop Service Bays 5.19
857 Discount Club 1,000 SF 4.24 942 Automobile Care Center 1,000 SF 3.38
| 860 Wholesale Market 1,000 SF 0.88 943 Automobile Parts and Service Center 1,000 SF 4.46
861 Sporting Goods Superstore 1,000 SF 3.10 944 Gasoline / Service Station Fueling Positions 13.87
862 Home Improvement Superstore 1,000 SF 2.37 045 Gasoline / Service Station with Fueling Positi 13.38
863 Electronics Superstore 1,000 SF 4.50 Convenience Market SR oStons :
Toy / Children's Superstore 1,000 SF 4.99 Gasoline / Service Station with ; e
|"866 _Pet Supply Superstore 1,000 SF 338 %46 Convenience Market and Car Wash Fueling Posiions j33¢
867 Office Supply Superstore 1,000 SF 3.40 947 Self Service Car Wash Stalls 5.54
L 875 Department Store 1,000 SF 1.78 948 Automated Car Wash 1,000 SF 14.12




MEMORANDUM

March 20, 2013

TO: Public Works Commission
AC

FROM:  Joel Fleming % -

RE: Central Avenue Parking Request

Background:

Staff received a request to restrict parking on either the east or west side of Central
Avenue. The resident claimed that Central Avenue is too narrow to accommodate parking on
both sides of the street. This short section of Central Avenue is a dead end and has 8 houses on it
if you include the ones on the corners of Central and Harrison Avenue.

Observations:

Staff has visited the street and determined that it is 26 feet wide. The current
configuration has parking on both sides of the street and only leaves 10 feet of travel lanes.
Removing parking on the east side of the street would leave 18 feet of travel lanes.

Staff sent a letter out to the residents of Central Avenue asking for their response regarding
removing parking on the east side of Central Avenue. Four residents responded to the letter, two
supported the removal of parking on the east side, one opposed it, and a 3" did not care either
way. The resident who was opposed the removal of parking and the resident who had no opinion
both stated that the problem wasn’t parking on both sides but that a camper that one of the
residents parks on Central Avenue.

Conclusions:
Central Avenue is too narrow to accommodate parking on both sides of the street. More
residents supported the change than opposed it.

Recommendations:
Staff recommends that the Commission adopts a parking restriction on the east side of
Central Avenue south of Harrison Avenue.
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RFS Page 1 of 1

Request
CITY OF BURLINGTON - DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS #524
Name and Name: Meryl Request Date: 12/31/2012 2:07 PM
Address Address:
Phone Number: 373-5932 Email Address:
Request Location: 79-99 Central Avenue

Request Description: Narrow Street, dead end. Having trouble in winter with
"inconsiderate neighbors" parking on both sides of street. Added snow piles make it
difficult and/or impossible to get through, and snow plows couldn"t get through the
first nights of the storm. Can we limit parking to only one side of street? | asked her
to submit her request in an e-mail to Joel.

Assign History Date Assigned To Description
12/31/2012 2:07:00 PM Joel Fleming Request Assigned

Work History

Customer Service Status: New
Request created by: Helen Plumley
Print Date: 12/31/2012 2:07:09 PM

http://www .burlingtonvt.gov/RFS/PrintRequest.aspx?r=524 12/31/2012



CiTY OF BURLINGTON
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

OFFICE OF PLANGINEERING
645 PINE STREET, SUITE A
BURLINGTON, VT 05402
802.863.9094 P
WWW.DPW.CI.BURLINGTON.VT.US

JOEL FLEMING, E.I.T.
PuBLIC WORKS ENGINEER

January 28, 2013

Dear Central Street Residents:

The Department of Public Works received a request from a resident of Central Avenue to
remove parking on either the east or west side of Central Avenue. Staff has examined the
request and the street and would like to get feedback regarding the prohibition of parking on
the east side of Central Avenue south of Harrison Avenue. | would appreciate your feedback by
Friday, February 15th, 2013. Please contact me at 865-5832 or jfleming@burlingtonvt.gov.

Thanks for your time,

Joel Fleming, EIT
Department of Public Works
865-5832

jfleming@ burlingtonvt.gov



Resident

Comment

Mary Lou Monell

"I personally think it is a great Idea" regarding removing parking
on the east side of central Ave

Heather Chernyshov

" Yes | agree no parking on the east side on Central Ave"

Kitty Bartlett

Oposed to removing parking because the parking demand in the
summer is so high due to Oakledge Park

Jasin Jodion

Lives on the corner of Central and Harrison: Thinks that the
Camper is the problem.




Joel Fleming

From: Heather Chernyshov <gatorhusky90@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 05, 2013 10:05 PM

To: Joel Fleming

Subject: Central Avenue parking

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Yes I agree no parking on the east side of Central Avenue



CiTYy aoF BURLINGTON
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

GRLINGTON, va

OFFICE OF PLANGINEERING
645 PINE STREET, SUITE A
BURLINGTON, VT 05402
802.863.9094 P
WWW.DPW.CI.BURLINGTON.VT.US

JOEL FLEMING, E.I.T.
PuBLIC WORKS ENGINEER

January 28, 2013

Dear Central Street Residents:

The Department of Public Works received a request from a resident of Central Avenue to
remove parking on either the east or west side of Central Avenue. Staff has examined the
request and the street and would like to get feedback regarding the prohibition of parking on
the east side of Central Avenue south of Harrison Avenue. | would appreciate your feedback by
Friday, February 15th, 2013. Please contact me at 865-5832 or jfleming@burlingtonvt.gov.

Thanks for your time,

Joel Fleming, EIT
Department of Public Works
865-5832

jfleming@ burlingtonvt.gov
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MEMORANDUM

February 20, 2013
TO: Public Works Commission
FROM: Joel Fleming %9:5
RE: The addition of 3-hour meter parking spaces on Main Street.

Background:

It was brought to staffs attention that there is no parking prohibition on the north side of
Main Street between South Winooski Avenue and North Union Street. Staff feels that this is an
opportunity to look into more parking on both the north and the south side of Main Street.

Observations:

Main Street is 50 feet wide on this block which allows for parking on each side of the
street and 17 foot travel lanes each direction. There are a number of driveways on both the north
and south sides of the street that limit the amount of parking spaces that can be added. On the
north side of Main Street there is room for the addition of three metered parking spaces. On the
South side there is enough space for three new metered parking spaces.

Staff has looked at each of the driveways effected by adding parking and determined that
none of them meet the threshold to prohibit parking around them. Even with adding parking
around the exit to the memorial auditorium there is still adequate sight distance because of the
width of Main Street.

Conclusions:

This is an opportunity to add 6 metered parking spaces in the downtown where parking is
often very difficult to find. The addition of these parking spaces will not affect the flow of
traffic east or westbound because the lane width is 17 feet wide in each direction.

Recommendations:
Staff recommends that the commission adopt the parking layout shown in the drawing;
the addition of three metered spaces on the north side and three metered spaces on the south side.



( PROJECT CHECKLIST - INSTRUCTIONS

1. Determine your project’s Street Classification, listed below.
As applicable to each street type, consider the features of complete streets for inclusion in your project. Refer to
the Street Design Guidelines for additional detail on the individual features of complete streets.
If a feature should be considered but can’t be included, note the reason.

4. This checklist must be kept within each project file and sent to the Clerk/Treasurers office.

Confirm Street Classification

' SlowStreets -

State Truck

" Routes:

Neighbor 100
<+ Streets

North Avenue from Northgate Road to its southern end

Colchester Avenue

Main Street from University Terrace to the South Burlington town line
South Winooski Avenue from Main Street to Pearl Street

Battery Street from Sherman Street to Main Street

Pine Street from Lakeside Avenue to Kilburn Street

Shelburne Street from Howard Street to the South Burlington town line

Saint Paul Street from Main Street to Howard Street
Kilburn Street

Main Street from Battery Street to University Terrace
Pearl Street from Battery Street North Prospect Street
Plattsburg Avenue

Pine Street from Lakeside Avenue to Queen City Park Road and from Kilburn Street to
Maple Street

South Winooski Avenue from Howard Street to Main Street

North Winooski Avenue

South Union Street

North Union Street

South Willard Street from Main Street to North Street

Mansfield Avenue

College Street from South Winooski Avenue to South Prospect Street
North Street

Riverside Avenue

Intervale Road

Route 127 entrance to and including Ethan Allen Homestead

Maple Street from South Winooski Street to its western terminus
King Street from South Winooski Street to its western terminus
College Street from South Winooski Street to its western terminus
Bank Street

Cherry Street

Lake Street

O00<00| 000000 00000000000 O|00<00|o0oooooog

Shelburne Street
Willard Street

Main Street

Riverside Avenue

North Winooski Avenue

O

All other streets




PROJECT CHECKLIST

FY’14 Street Reconstruction Program, Main Street (Transit & State
Project Name | Route Street)

Project Manager | Erin Demers

Date of Checklist Completion | 01/08/13

PWC approval for exempt features

L:\Street_Capital_Program\@FY2014 Street Reconstruction
Program\Planning\Complete Streets Checklist\Main_St_Project-
File Path | Checklist 010813.doc

Date filed with Clerk / Treasurer

Feature 1: Sidewalks should be considered on Complete Streets, Transit Streets, Bicycle Streets, Slow Streets,
Neighborhood Streets
V  both sides of the street, or at least one side of the street on Neighborhood Streets
O 5’ minimum in residential areas
O >5’inneighborhood centers and high density residential
O 8’ -10’on Slow Streets
O 5’clearzone
O
NOTES:

Feature 2: Tree Belt should be considered on Complete Streets, Transit Streets, Bicycle Streets, Slow Streets,
Neighborhood Streets
vV 5" minimum
V2" minimum for snow storage
O structural soil in neighborhood centers, high density residential
NOTES:

Feature 3: Street Trees should be considered on Complete Streets, Transit Streets, Bicycle Streets, Slow
Streets, Neighborhood Streets
O hardscape or tree grates for passenger loading/unloading
NOTES: Trees are already present in 5’ or greater green belt, hardscape surface can be added at Transit
stops.

Feature 4: Street Lighting should be considered on Complete Streets, Transit Streets, Bicycle Streets, Slow
Streets
O ornamental light fixtures at gateways
O ornamental and 10’ - 14’ high light fixtures in neighborhood centers, pedestrian promenades, college
campus networks, high-pedestrian zones and Slow Streets
NOTES: Currently, non-ornamental cobra heads exist in project area

Project Checklist [version Nov. 2012] Page 2 of 7



Feature 5: Furniture should be considered on Complete Streets, Transit Streets, Bicycle Streets, Slow Streets

v
O
O

benches
kiosks
bike racks

NOTES: 2 benches will be added at the mid-block crossing for the Edmund’s crosswalk project.

Feature 6: Transit Shelters (at stops with high ridership) should be considered on Complete Streets, Transit
Streets, Bicycle Streets, Slow Streets, Neighborhood Streets

O
O
O
v

O

outside of 5’ clear zone
benches
lighting

street trees

pedestrian-scale signs

NOTES: No shelters exist within the project area.

Feature 7: Transit Stops should be considered on Transit Streets, Neighborhood Streets

v

O
O
O

placed in front of crosswalks

100’ - 140’ curbside for streets with higher lower volume

bus bulbs (6’ x 35’) for streets with higher traffic volume, high transit ridership, crowded sidewalks
and/or inadequate space for transit stop amenities

100’ - 140’ bus turnouts for transit stops with longer dwell times

Feature 8: Parking should be considered on Complete Streets and Bicycle Streets: on-street in neighborhood
centers, back-in angled or parallel if next to bike lanes
V Transit Streets and Slow Streets: removed at transit stops

O

Slow Streets: parking meters behind tree belt, centralized pay stations

NOTES:

Feature 9: Queue Jump Lanes should be considered on Transit Streets

O

shared with right turn lane at intersection, with stop across intersection

NOTES: Single lane, no dedicated right turn lane exists within the project area.

Feature 10: Bike Lanes should be considered on Complete Streets, Bicycle Streets

O00o0Oooooao

5’ minimum

6’ minimum next to parking lane

green bike lane for complex areas

bike safe drain grates

30’ two-way street with parking: widen street by 5’ for single-direction bike lane

30’ two-way street without parking: two single-direction bike lanes (in each direction)
30’ one-way street with parking: two single-direction bike lanes (in each direction)

40’ two-way street with parking: two single-direction bike lanes (in each direction)

at intersections with right turn lane, stripe through bike lane to the left of the turn lane

NOTES: Since this section of Main Street is not part of the complete street network, it is part of the
transit street category, bike lanes are not considered with this paving project.

Feature 11: Vehicle lanes should be considered on Complete Streets: 10’ — 11’
V  Transit Streets and Truck Routes: 10’ - 12’

Project Checklist [version Nov. 2012] Page3ofyz



O Bicycle Streets: 10’
[0 Slow Streets: 10’ - 12’, greater for higher mix of uses
NOTES:

Feature 12: Two-way left turn lane should be considered on Complete Streets
NOTES: N/A

Feature 13: Crosswalks should be considered on Complete Streets, Transit Streets, Slow Streets
vV  at eachintersection
O special pavement treatment at high volume crossings (if textured, only smooth)
vV every 300’ - 400’
NOTES:

Feature 14: Medians or refuge islands should be considered on Complete Streets, Transit Streets
O atmid-block location: 6’ x 20’ minimum with 5’ pedestrian path
O landscaped refuge island (not paved)
NOTES:

Feature 15: Mid-block Crosswalks should be considered on Complete Streets, Transit Streets, Slow Streets
O warranted by pedestrian volumes
vV 6’'-10" wide
vV ladder, zebra, fully painted, or colored and textured bounded by white
O raised crossing
O Z-crossing if median or refuge provided
vV Signage and/or signage with warning lights
NOTES: Edmunds School Mid-block is currently under design.

Feature 16: Curb radii should be considered on Complete Streets, Transit Streets, Slow Streets
v 10’ -15
NOTES: All curb radii are in compliance at the South Union Street Intersection.

Feature 17: Curb Extensions should be considered on Transit Streets, Slow Streets
NOTES: None currently exisit.

Feature 18: Stormwater Planter should be considered on Complete Streets, Slow Streets
O in place of greenbelt on level streets
NOTES:

Feature 19: Porous Paving should be considered on Complete Streets, Slow Streets
O within on-street parking lane
NOTES:

Feature 20: Enhanced Intersection should be considered on Slow Streets
O raised
O special paving treatments and/or colors
3 curb extensions with bollards
NOTES:

Project Checklist [version Nov. 2012] Page 4 of 7



DOCUMENTING COST DISPROPORTIONATE TO NEED

Project Name

Project Manager

Date of Checklist Completion

PWC date of approval

File Path

Date filed with Clerk / Treasurer

This worksheet shall be used to make a written determination that the cost of incorporating complete
streets principles is disproportionate to the need or probable use, resulting in a project that does not
incorporate complete streets principles. This determination shall be approved by the Public Works
Commission.

Is the cost of incorporating complete streets principles disproportionate to the need or
W probable use as determined by...

Current and future land use?

Trdffic, bicycle, pedestrian and transit volumes?

Population density?

Crash data for vehicles, bicycles, and pedestrians?

Resource constraints?




Right-of-way constraints identified?

Maintenance constraints identified?

Local plans were referenced to support

. Which local and regional plans were consulted to assess the factors described above?

Transportation Plan

Municipal Development Plan

Regional Pedestrian and Bicycle Plan

Chittenden County Regional Plan

Metropolitan Transportation Plan

Scoping, Feasibility, Corridor or other project reports
Other:

Ooooooo

Project Checklist [version Nov. 2012] Page 2 0f 7
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\‘“\_INGTON, v CITY OF BURLINGTON
> DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

645 Pine Street
—— Post Office Box 849
'S Burlington, VT 05402-0849
802.863.9094 VOX
Ve Licw 0“\‘ 802.863.0466 FAX

802.863.0450 TTY

Steven Goodkind, P.E.
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
CITY ENGINEER

MEMO: DPW COMMISSION

FROM: STEVE GOODKIND

31113

RE: PROPOSED LAKE STREET IMPROVEMENTS

For a number years DPW has been working with the CEDO office to
put together a plan for infrastructure improvements that would
support the redevelopment of the Moran Generating Station on the
waterfront. These have included vehicular, bicycle and pedestrian
access, undergrounding utilities, improved stormwater management
and dealing with contaminated soils. Funding for this work comes
from a combination of federal grants, grants from non-profit
organization and city tax dollars.

Attached to this memo is an artist rendition of the concept that we
are preparing the final designs for. It will be constructed in two
phases. The first phase is the relocation of the skatepark. This will
happen later this summer. The second phase, which may take two
construction seasons, will be the bulk of the work associated with
the items mentioned in the preceding paragraph. The total projectis
estimated to cost about $7,000,000.

At your meeting | will give a brief project overview and | can address
your questions then, or you may call me at any time to discuss it.

An Equal Opportunity Employer
This material is available in alternative formats for persons with disabilities. To request an
accommodation, please call 802.863.9094 (voice) or 802.863.0450 (TTY).
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LINGTON
V8 vy CODE ENFORCEMENT OFFICE

645A Pine St, PO Box 849
Burlington, VT 05402-0849
VOICE (802) 863-0442
FAX: (802) 652-4221

4
00F ENFORCEVE™

To: Department of Public Works Commission 2/’” ‘
From: William Ward/Director of Code Enforcement

Date: March 11, 2013

Subject: Vacant Building appeal for 395 Manhattan Drive

Owner of Record: Chris Khamnei
82 Overlake Park
Burlington, VT 05401

Description of the Property

The property is a one unit, one story wooden structure located on Manhattan Drive between Oak and
Walnut Streets.

Nature of appeal

The property owner is appealing fee requirement of the Vacant Building ordinance for the current
quarter from January 1, 2013 to March 30, 2013 based on financial hardship.

City Database

The City of Burlington “Office of the Assessor” database includes properties owned by Chris Khamnei
valued at 4,213,800.00. In addition he is a working partner in 28 Pine Street LLC which owns 28 Pine
Street in Burlington. That property is listed with a value of $189,400 bringing the total value of
property owned by Mr. Khamnei in Burlington to $4,403,200.00

No factual information documenting a financial hardship has been provided to the Code Enforcement
office.

Vacant Building Determination
The current status of the property remains vacant based on the conditions observed by the Director of
Code Enforcement.

Summary

Code Enforcement Office requests that the Public Works Commission uphold the determination that
the building has been and remains vacant and the full fee of $500.00 is due for Quarter of January 2013
to March 30, 2013.

Information available in alternative media forms for people with disabilities.
For disability access information call (802) 863-0450 TTY.
An Equal Opportunity Employer



City of Burlington, Vermont

HOME | NEWS | MAPS | CALENDAR | JOBS { EMAIL UPDATES [

LIVE
BURLINGTON A-Z A

Office of the Assessor

Assessor's Schedule
Assessment Appeal Procedures
Board of Assessors

Business Personal Property Tax
Change of Address

Grand List

Property Tax Cailcuiator

Public information Request
Property Database Search
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WORK

F

G H

[WANT TO
PLAY
| J K L M N O

City of Burlington, Vermont
M Property Assessment Data

Owner Name

khamnei

Found 10 records where Owner Name is "khamnei’
Click on the Parcel ID for details. Click on the Column Headings to sort.

=< New Search

Parcel ID

050-1- 0
049-3-050-000
050-1:013-000
039-4-220-000
054-1-1 0
049-2-006-000
049-2-011-000
049-3-199-000
049-4-047-000
049-4-046-000

2012/PREL

Tvpe

R3
RA
R2
R1
R1
R2
R2
RA
[0

RA

Street Address

395 COLLEGE ST

204 206 KING ST

421 MAIN ST

395 MANHATTAN DR
82 OVERLAKE PK

230 PINE ST

240 PINE ST

199 SOUTH UNION ST
225 227 ST PAUL ST
233 235 ST PAUL ST

CONTACT US | DEPARTMENTS | GENERAL INFORMATION: (802) 865-7000 | @ CITY OF BURLINGTON, VERMONT

P Q R $§ T

Home > Departments > Office of the Assessor > Property Database Search

u

Page 1 of 1

SEARCH

CITY
vV W X Y Z

[Search Properties| [Add Criteria)

Property Owner
KHAMNEI, CHRIS

KHAMNEI, CHRIS
KHAMNEI, CHRIS C
KHAMNEI, CHRIS
KHAMNEI, CHRIS C
KHAMNEI, CHRIS
KHAMNEI, CHRIS /,
KHAMNEI, CHRIS
KHAMNEI, CHRIS
KHAMNEI, CHRIS

Current Value
$429,800.00

$463,400.00
$392,500.00
$112,300.00
$634,200.00
$273,300.00
$191,300.00
$760,000.00
$240,000.00
$716,900.00

[+] feedback @

http://www .burlingtonvt.gov/Assessor/Property-Database/Property-Databas... 3/11/2013



City of Burlington, Vermont Page 1 of 1

HOME | NEWS | MAPS | CALENDAR | JOBS | EMAIL UPDATES [ | WANT TO SEARCH

LIVE WORK PLAY ciTy
BURLINGTON A-Z A°B C D EF G H I J KL MNOPO QR STUVWXY Z

i ) ] Home > Depariments > Office of the Assessor > Property Database Search
Office of the Assessor

' ' ' b City of Buriington, Vermont
Assessor's Schedule 27 Property Assessment Data

Assessment Appeal Procedures

Owner Name ] 28pine [Search Properties| [Add Criteria)

Board of Assessors

Business Personal Property Tax Found 1 records where Owner Name is “28 pine’

Click on the Parcel ID for details. Click on the Column Headings to sort.

Change of Address %
Grand List

Parcel ID Type Street Address Property Owner Current Value
Property Tax Calculator 044-2-011-000 Cc 28 PINE ST 28 PINE STREET LLC / DANIELSON, KENNETH S $189,400.00
Pubiic information Request
Property Database Search 2012/PREL
CONTACT US | DEPARTMENTS | GENERAL INFORMATION: (802) 865-7000 { @ CITY OF BURLINGTON, VERMONT [+] feedback @

http://www.burlingtonvt.gov/Assessor/Property-Database/Property-Databas... 3/11/2013



Vermont Secretary of State

VERMONT SECRETARY OF STATE

Jim Condos

0O THER FROTESSIONAL
FPROGCRAMS REGULATIONS

ARCHIVES CORPORATIONS FLECTIONS

Limited Liability Company Information

Term Company? YES

Expiration of Term: 12/31/2012

LLC Name 28 PINE STREET, LLC
STATUS ACTIVE

File Number 10035466

Type Domestic

State of Origin VT

Country US

Origin Date 01/11/2012

Description ALL THINGS LEGAL

Fiscal Year End |12

Registered Agent JCHRIS KHAMNEI
Address 82 OVERLAKE PARK
|City State Zip BURLINGTON VT 05401-
Term Company? |YES

Expiration of Term|12/31/2012

Principal Address |82 OVERLAKE PARK
|City State Zip BURLINGTON VT 05401-

LLC Personnel
[Cast Name[SPINELLI, ESQ JFirst Name[JILL]MI]|

Companies

Information Contact

Home | Site Search | Help
Vermont State Page | Disclaimer

This Web Page is

http://cgi3.sec.state.vt.us/cgi-shl/nhayer.exe?corpbrow?form_id=Ilc?llcnumb=1.0035466

Page 1 of 1

SECRETARY!'S
DESK

3/11/2013



Sec. 8-8. - Appeals from order.

(a) Any owner of a building or structure, or any other interested person, including any official of the
city, may appeal to the board of appeals any action or failure to act by a building inspector, except as

provided in section 8-47 in an abatement action. A request for appeal shall be made by filing with the

administrator of the department of public works within ten (10) days of receiving actual notice of the
order or action complained of a notice of appeal setting forth in detail his or her grievances. The
administrator of the department of public works shall notify the chairperson of the appeals board of the
notice of appeal forthwith. The board shall meet upon notice of the chairperson within ter-{40) sixty (60)
days of the filing of the notice of appeal. All hearings shall be public, and all interested parties shall be
_given an opportunity to be heard and to present evidence and arguments.

(b) The board of appeals shall consist of the members of the public works commission and shall each
have terms on the board of appeals concurrent with their individual terms as commissioners.

The boafd shall select one of its rﬁembers to serve as secretary chairman who shall call and chair
" meetings and who shall keep a detailed record of all proceedings on file.

| A member- of the board shall not pass on any question in which that member has any fiduciary,
personal or financial interest, or which otherwise constitute a conflict of interest.

(c) Three (3) members of the board must be present.to-constltute a quorum. That board shall affirm,
modify or reverse an action appealed by a majority vote of the members present. A tie vote shall be an

affirmance of the decision from which the appeal is taken. The board shall give written notice of its

- decision, which shall include findings of fact and all necessary orders, to all interested parties no later
_than thirty (30) days after the date of the hearing. The building inspector may take action in accordance

with the decision of the board |mmed|ately upon the sendlng of the wrltten decision to all interested- -

par’ues

(d) Any interested person may appeal a decision of the board of appeals by lnstltutmg relief in the
_.Chittenden Superlor Court under V.R.C.P. 74

- (Rev. Ords 1962 §706 Ord. of 10-18-82; Ord. of 5-23-83; Ord. of 9-24-84; Ord of 1-11-93)




BURLINGTON PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION MONTHLY MEETING
645 Pine Street
MINUTES - February 20, 2013
(DVD of meeting on file at DPW)

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: Tiki Archambeau, Matt Conger (Secretary), Asa Hopkins, Nathan
Lavery (Chair), Solveig Overby and Mark Porter (Vice Chair). Bob Alberry was not in attendance.

Commissioner Lavery called the meeting to order at 6:40 p.m.

ITEM 1 - AGENDA: No changes.

ITEM 2 - PUBLIC FORUM: Alan Turnbull — South Winooski Avenue, the Bike/Walk Council has
good things going for it but he would like to see a more formal role in speaking and interacting with other
city departments. He would like to see this council have a more formal role with the city.

ITEM 3 - MAPLE STREET NON TRUCK ROUTE REQUEST
(Joel Fleming, Public Works Engineer)

(Refer to Commission packet for Mr. Fleming’s Memo dated February 20, 2013) Staff received a request
from resident to make Maple St. from Pine St to Battery a non- truck route. Allan Hunt, who submitted
the request and petition, was not in attendance.

Joel Fleming, Department of Public Works employee stated that Pine Street to Battery Street is no longer
a truck route. Maple Street is 30’ wide with parking on north side and 8 wide lanes for parking. This
leaves and 11 foot travel lane going in each direction. When winter is here it is harder for cars to park as
they are further away from the curb which leaves the travel lanes a little smaller.

Vermont Railroad is opposed to the change as truck come back and forth on a regular basis for them. E
mails have been forwarded from Vermont Railway. When the Champlain Parkway comes to fruition
there will be updates at the intersection. Staff feels we should make change before the intersections here
and have the right signalization. Staff recommends for the Commission to hold off on this until the
Champlain Parkway is built or other amenities are put into the intersections.

Earl Handy is the owner of Handy’s Lunch on Maple Street and South Champlain Street. He is opposed
to shutting down the truck traffic on Maple Street. He stated that his business and a few others around
depend on the trucks for deliveries. If you stop the trucks there will be no deliveries which will force the
businesses to leave the area and most have been in their locations for many years. There is a loading zone
on the east side of South Champlain Street which trucks come down Maple and turn right onto South
Champlain Street to get to the loading zone. If there are no trucks allowed on Maple Street then there will
be no deliveries. A lot of the trucks coming down Maple Street are delivering cargo at the railroad
station. In the winter Maple Street is always clean right to the curb so this does not cause the cars to be
protruding out to hinder traffic flowing. All the businesses around the area use the truck loading zone on
South Champlain Street; it is not used just for my business.

Joel Fleming stated that trucks travel on this section of Maple Street only to delivery to the businesses on
the street. Staff is not supporting his change right now. Main Street is wider and can accommodate more
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vehicles and has the correct signalization so it makes more sense for the truck traffic on Main Street.
Joel stated the resident who made the request to have the trucks taken off Maple Street came to a meeting
in September and October of 2010 and made the request.

Steve Goodkind stated that the individual remember in years past that when the southern connector was
constructed that Maple Street as a truck route would probably change. The connector envisioned when |
said that is a different than what we’re doing today.

Mr. Handy stated that noise from the trucks is not bad. The trucks are not on Maple Street much before
eight or nine o’clock in the morning not during the night. Trucks are going to local points to make
deliveries.

Mr. Porter makes a motion to agree with staff’s recommendation that it not be turned into a truck
route. Commissioner Archambeau seconded motion. Commission was all in favor of retaining the
current designation for Maple Street. The motion carries.

ITEM 4 - 126 COLLEGE STREET PARKING REQUEST -PARKING SPACE REMOVAL
(Joel Fleming, Public Works Engineer)

(Refer to Commission packet for Mr. Fleming’s Memo dated February 20, 2013)

Joel Fleming stated that there was a request received to remove a parking space just east of 126 College
Street under Vermont Pub and Brewery or restrict it for compact cars only. | went over and checked out
the problem and took measurements — 12° more than we see in a downtown area, most are up to the
driveway or within a few feet of driveway. |took my car in the garage to see and there was a large SUV
parked there at the time which made it impossible for me to see. Staff recommends that the commission
adopt a restriction for compact cars only in this space. This space is 12 feet from where the radius is to
parking space. By putting a compact car there would eliminate most sight difference restrictions that this
parking garage made have.

Commissioner Conger moved to accept staff’s recommendation for the restriction of said space to
compact cars. Mark Porter seconded. The Commission was all in favor of accepting staff’s
recommendation to designate the space east of the 126 College Street garage as compact car only.
Motion carries.

ITEM 5 - REMOVAL OF PARKING ON NORTH WILLARD ST
(Joel Fleming, Public Works Engineer)

(Refer to Commission packet for Mr. Fleming’s Memo dated February 20, 2013)

William Burns of the Department of Public Works Traffic Division came to us and said that there have
never been cars parking on the east side of North Willard Street starting at Archibald Street extending 200
feet north. The roadway is 35 feet wide and 8 feet of parking lanes on the east side and 8 feet of parking
lanes on the west which leaves 19 feet total for travels lanes. This section Willard Street is also a truck
route and the minimum width a truck route should be ten feet and currently with parking it only leaves 9



% feet. The double yellow line on the street is not pained to accommodate cars parking on the east side of
the roadway. Cars are forced to go over the double yellow line and around the corner makes it danger,
can’t see cars coming. Staff supports for Commission to adopt a parking prohibition started at the corner
of Archibald Street extending 200 feet north on the east side of North Willard Street.

Commissioner Solveig Overby asked if people have been parking there since the Community Health
Center which is why the parking spaces started to be used opened. Joel stated yes. Commissioner
Hopkins asked if there was already no parking north of that and Joe stated yes anything would be Hyde
Street and anything north is restricted on the east side.

Joes also stated parking on the other side of North Willard, space for probably five or six cars. Rarely
anyone parks on that side. Commissioner Porter stated that this is a truck route and we know there are
limitations on the trucks. He stated he was for this. Asked if a car would be able to park at the end of the
no parking zone and Joes stated no the 200 feet would be from where there is a sign for no parking north
200 feet from that sign back to Archibald Street. The restriction would be no parking on the east side.
We will switch signs to say no parking this side of the street.

Commissioner Porter stated that there is a continuation of an overflow here in a sort of tractor generator
so I’'m imploring staff or the commission to make further communication follow-up with the health center
and see if thing did comply as far as spaces. How are they managing? Did they under estimate traffic?
Joes stated that we lost 14 spaces because of the health center.

Commissioner Lavery stated that no one was parking there when there was more parking at the health
center. The impact we’ve seen from the health center change in parking policy has now raised a problem
with having legal parking in that position. People have complained about this issue before suggesting
that it’s weird to come through there right on the yellow line. People are utilizing the space on the other
side of Willard, as well as Hyde. They’re going to have to go somewhere else.

Steve stated that the health center claimed they had people parking on the street before renovations and
were going to have them afterwards. What is the parking requirement based on? Planning has a
definition where it can be built but not use it. T don’t think this will ever be resolved; planning would be
wiser in future to ask questions. Steve stated that the health center stated that this is how they had always
done it.

There was a question if there were other streets around that had restrictions. Steve advised there were no
streets with residential parking zones, other than the normal restriction nothing special in the area.

Commissioner Lavery stated we have staff’s recommendation to prohibit parking in this 200 foot
stretch. If we want to proceed with that we’ll need a motion. Commissioner Archambeau stated
that he would move to accept staff’s recommendation on this issue. Commissioner Conger
seconded. Commission was asked if all were in favor of adopting staff’s recommendation to
prohibit the parking on North Willard. All were in favor. Motion passes.

ITEM 6 - LAKEVIEW TERRACE STOP SIGN REQUEST
(Joel Fleming, Public Works Engineer)

(Refer to Commission packet for Mr. Fleming’s Memo dated February 20, 2013)

Joel Fleming stated that a request was received along with a traffic calming request for Lakeview Terrace.
Nicole Losch has the traffic calming request. Joel Fleming stated that he went over and looked at the
intersections in question, Haswell Street and Canfield Street which are just off North Avenue by the old
Burlington College. | determined there really aren’t some sight differences in either direction for either of
the intersections. Right of Way rule that is stated in MTSTD (rule being quoted) means if you are on
Canfield Street and driving towards the lake, west, if you can’t tell a car is coming in either direction and
you have to stop to make sure you’re making a safe turn then the stop sign is warranted. This was used
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for Maple Street at Lavalley Lane and with Gosse Court at Farrington. Staff recommends that Canfield
Street and Haswell Street have stop signs where they meet Lakeview Terrace, making it a one way stop
and not a three way stop.

Commissioner Lavery asked if there was a motion to accept staff’s recommendation.
Commissioner Hopkins moved to adopt staff’s recommendation to adopt stop control on Canfield
Street and Haswell Street where they meet Lakeview Terrace; Commissioner Porter seconded. All
Commissioners voted in favor of — the motion. The motion carries.

ITEM 7 - COMPLETE STREETS IMPLEMENTATION - DISCUSSION OF EVALUATION
RESULTS
(Erin Demers, Public Works Engineer, Street Capital Program. Mgr. & Steven Goodkind, Director)

Steve advised that this is the first year that we’ve had to do this evaluation so we are learning as we go.

Erin stated that we have utilized 18 segments of roadway which the Commission approved two months
ago for our next year’s paving program. We went through a checklist, 156 segments of neighborhood
streets, one transit street or state truck route which is Main Street and then one slow street being Cherry
Street from Cherry to Winooski. There are some trees there but some are missing and some are at
various locations, curb extensions are an option. Evaluation covers everything, trees, lighting, CCTA bus
stops. There was approval for curb extensions on Cherry Street.

Complete street policy these are all things we should consider. If something can’t be done it needs to be
documented why we were unable to do it.

The neighborhood street segment. This is the 5" year of the paving program. Some of the issues in the
neighborhood streets are sidewalks on both sides, exception on Deforest Heights. We want to make it a
complete street- 300% cost of repairing street and cost of putting in sidewalk 300% more. The project is
disproportionate with the need. Luck Street, Orchard Terrace, Poplar Street, Russell, Sandra Circle did
an ADA accessibility on the current ramps and we need to get new ramps. Could be implemented during
construction with sidewalk prog